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Mr. HEFLEY, the former chairman, I 
do not agree with Mr. HEFLEY on a lot 
of things, but I do agree with his per-
ception of how we protect the integrity 
of the House. There may be people on 
my side of the aisle who agree with 
your perception and not mine. I under-
stand that. The fact is, though, that it 
would be in the best interest of this 
House and this country for us to re-
solve these matters in a bipartisan way 
either through, as our leader has pro-
posed, a commission to be a joint com-
mission equally divided, as was the 
Livingston-Cardin commission, or, in 
the alternative, to consider H.R. 131. 

The leader is absolutely right, and I 
made that aside, as you recall. We did 
vote against the rules package, but we 
had agreed to the components, and 
there was no controversy about the 
ethics component in the rules package. 
There were other things with which we 
disagreed, obviously, but that was an 
agreement, and it was reached in a bi-
partisan fashion. 

This was not reached in a bipartisan 
fashion. And, yes, as both parties usu-
ally did, I can remember, it is getting 
more difficult to remember, but I can 
remember when we were in charge and 
your side used to vote unanimously 
against our rules package and we pret-
ty much do the same because we have 
some disagreements. But there was 
agreement on the rules package as it 
related to the Committee on Standards 
of Official Conduct, and the reason for 
that is because both sides felt it to be 
very important. 

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman would 
yield. 

I have to remind the gentleman, and 
I know going back to 1997 is very dif-
ficult, but this was not part of the 
rules package. This was voted on Sep-
tember 18, 1997, and it was on the rec-
ommendations for reforming the Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Con-
duct, and the gentleman that worked 
on the recommendation and the gen-
tleman speaking voted against the rec-
ommendations, not on the House rules 
package. 

My point, and I do not want to be-
labor that for the gentleman, I think it 
is very important that if the gen-
tleman is protecting a package and a 
rules ethics reform that he voted 
against, I think that is one thing. But 
the other thing is we are working in a 
bipartisan way, I hope. The chairman 
and ranking member are dealing with 
this. A commission would just open up 
the whole recommendations that the 
gentleman from Maryland worked on 
and the gentleman from Louisiana 
worked on. 

I do not think we need a complete 
overhaul of the ethics process, but 
there are certain problems that were 
found in practice that the Speaker felt 
needed to be done in order to protect 
the Members. And I have got to tell 
you, the Members on your side of the 
aisle as well as my side of the aisle bet-
ter think about this very seriously be-

cause we do want to protect the integ-
rity of the institution. But, as impor-
tant as that is, we also want to protect 
the rights of the Members. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, I 
think we both agree on that. 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CARDIN) wanted to say something, but I 
wanted to say you were right on the 
process. I was incorrect on the process. 
It was a separate vote on a separate 
package, and you are right that I and 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CARDIN) and others voted against it. It 
was not on these provisions as you 
know because a change was made, not 
in a partisan sense, according to the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CARDIN). 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) to explain 
his perception and recollection of the 
process. 

Mr. CARDIN. Just to correct the 
record, and the leader is correct. We 
did vote against the package. The 
package was developed in a very bipar-
tisan manner through the task force. 
There were some votes that took place 
on the floor of the House that were rec-
ommended against by the task force 
that changed some of the recommenda-
tions, and we had a motion to recom-
mit to try to clarify that. 

The gentleman is correct on the final 
vote, but the package itself was very 
much developed in a bipartisan manner 
through the task force in a way that it 
should have been done, contrary to the 
process that was used on this rules 
package. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Leader, I thank you for taking the 
time. I know you did not have to, and 
you have been considerate of this dis-
cussion because you and I know it is an 
important discussion. Because it is an 
important discussion, I would hope 
that we could move forward to try to 
get us off this impasse that we have for 
whatever reasons. And whatever is 
right or wrong, it needs to be resolved. 

There are two suggestions here of 
how to resolve it. There may be other 
ways to resolve it. But I would hope 
that in the coming days we could move 
towards, in a bipartisan fashion, move 
towards resolving this issue. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
APRIL 18, 2005 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 2 
p.m. on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PUTNAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TUESDAY, 
APRIL 19, 2005 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs on Monday, April 18, 2005, that 
it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. on 

Tuesday, April 19, 2005 for morning 
hour debates. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the business in 
order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE 
UNITED STATES COAST GUARD 
ACADEMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 14 USC 194(a), and the order of 
the House of January 4, 2005, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Member of the House 
to the Board of Visitors to the United 
States Coast Guard Academy: 

Mr. SIMMONS of Connecticut. 
f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
THE BOARD OF VISITORS TO 
THE UNITED STATES MERCHANT 
MARINE ACADEMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 46 USC 1295b(h), and the order of 
the House of January 4, 2005, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Member of the House 
to the Board of Visitors to the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy: 

Mr. KING of New York. 
f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
THE BOARD OF VISITORS TO 
THE UNITED STATES MILITARY 
ACADEMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 10 USC 4355(a), and the order of 
the House of January 4, 2005, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Members of the House 
to the Board of Visitors to the United 
States Military Academy: 

Mrs. KELLY of New York; 
Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
THE MEXICO-UNITED STATES 
INTERPARLIAMENTARY GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 USC 276h, and the order of the 
House of January 4, 2005, the Chair an-
nounces the Speaker’s appointment of 
the following Members of the House to 
the Mexico-United States Inter-
parliamentary Group: 

Mr. KOLBE of Arizona, Chairman; 
Ms. HARRIS of Florida, Vice Chair-

man. 
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